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BAR BRIEFS

impress them with the thought that the legal structure rests entirely
upon the citizens.
"If we could organize groups in every community whose purpose
would be law observance, we would go a long way toward combating
the organization of criminals."
Well, we may be all wet, if not anti-prohibition, but the point we
tried to get over was that apprehension officials must be organized at
least on a state-wide basis. The small, petty offenses with which every
community is afflicted, and which even so-called Philadelphia lawyers,
more or less unwittingly, engage in, lead, of course, in the direction of
the larger problems; but they are, very largely, the outgrowth of too
much legislation, and are, therefore, legislative rather than enforcement problems.
OHIO CONTRA ILLINOIS
In the April issue we quoted from Professor Jerome Hall's (U.
Law School) review of the Illinois case of People vs. Scornavache, in
which the contention of the prosecutor was sustained as to the State's
right to demand a jury trial. The Illinois decision was rendered in
December, 1931. Just a month prior, the Ohio Court of Appeals had
the same matter before it in State vs. Winters. Construing Section
1579-300 of the Ohio Code, providing, "All cases in the municipal court
shall be tried to the court unless a jury trial be demanded by a party, or
unless the judge in the interest of justice on his own motion orders a
trial by jury. A demand for a jury trial must be made in writing not
later than two weeks from the appearance date stated in the summons
and not less than three days before trial of the case. . . In all criminal
actions where a jury may be and is demanded, it shall be composed of
twelve persons having the qualifications of electors," also Section
13442-4, providing, "In all criminal cases pending in courts of record
in this state, the defendant shall have the right to waive a trial by jury,
and may, if he so elect, be tried by the court without a jury"-the Court
held, after waiver by the defendant, trial by the court is mandatory, and
it was error to grant the State's request for a jury trial.
WE ARE COMPLIMENTED
Under date of May 21, 1932, Mr.

, of -

, Iowa,

writes us as follows:
"I have for sale a central oiler invention that is very simple and
reliable and it will regulate the oil very accurately to each bearing. It
is to be used on automobiles and machinery. I am willing to sell my
oiler for one hundred thousand dollars. Would any of the members
of your association be interested in buying my invention?
"My attorney is (name and address given). If you will go to
him he will give you a contract for my patent papers."
We are anxious to learn the names of those interested, hence we
reserve the name of the inventor, also his attorney.

